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S P E C I A L  I S S U E  –  C A L L  F O R  P A P E R S  

There is an emerging debate between heterodox economics 
and post-and decolonial scholarship. This special issue 
interrogates their possible common terrain and invites 
papers that explore the relationship between pluralism, 
evolutionary political economy and post-/decoloniality. The 
main aim is to provide a space for the current debates on 
post/decoloniality and their relevance for economics, 
political economy and pluralism. These debates concern, 
among other things, the imperial origins of contemporary 
capitalism, the current state of economics as a science, or the 
role of institutions shaping not only the relationship between 
the Global North and South, but also in constructing and 
reproducing these categories themselves. To this end, we 
invite contributions on both a foundational and a more 
applied level. 

On a foundational level, the special issue will address the 
conceptual relationship between pluralism in economics and 
the decolonizing economics project. Both pluralism and 
decoloniality have received considerable academic and 
activist attention in the past, but an explicit examination of 
their relationship is still lacking. Both concepts have inspired 
corresponding academic-activist movements - such as the 
Network for Pluralism in Economics and Decolonizing Economics - 
that seek to change the academic institutions of economics. 
Debates between scholars working on pluralism and 
decoloniality have begun to gain momentum. Contributions 
to this special issue could contribute to these debates, for 
example, by explicitly addressing the philosophical 
relationship between pluralism in economics and 
decolonizing economics, by discussing colonial elements in 
different schools of economic thought and approaches to 
addressing them, by discussing how heterodox economics 
can advance the decoloniality project, or by discussing the 
institutional changes that would be required to decolonize 
and pluralize economics, and their relationship to each other. 

On a more applied level, contributions to the special issue may 
address concrete socioeconomic challenges, taking into 
account both the insights from postcolonial interventions in 
economics, as well as more traditional work in evolutionary 

political economics, or heterodox economics more generally. 
They could do so, for example, by addressing the nexus 
between race, empire, and capitalism, which has remained 
largely unacknowledged within economics but has sparked a 
lively debate in History, Sociology and International 
Relations.  Another avenue might be to discuss the 
contributions of non-Western thinkers and how the 
consideration of their work can address the Eurocentrism of 
much of contemporary economics. A further potential area of 
application is the study of the formation and operation of 
economic institutions in the Global South, as well as 
institutions that shape the relations between the Global North 
and South.  

Thus, possible questions addressed by the contributions to 
this special issue are broad and can (but do not need to) refer 
to the following examples: 
 

- What is the conceptual relationship between 
pluralism and postcolonial scholarship? Where do 
these concepts complement each other, and what 
are possible tensions? 

- What are colonial elements in heterodox schools of 
thought, such as evolutionary political economy, and 
how can they be addressed? 

- How can the decolonial debate benefit from taking 
into account insights from heterodox economics in 
general, or evolutionary political economy in 
particular? 

- How does scholarship that qualifies as de-and 
postcolonial allow us to understand capitalist 
dynamics differently?  

- How would a decolonialized economic history of 
the Global South look like and how can it benefit 
from heterodox economic approaches?  

- The contributions of non-Western thinkers to 
heterodox economics  

- How adequate are the categories of ‘Global South’ 
and ‘Global North’ to understand historical and 
contemporary dynamics of global capitalism? 

- How were empires organized economically and 
what does that tell us about capitalist dynamics?  

 



REPE supports ‘online first publishing’. Papers will be 
published online upon acceptance after having been peer-
reviewed by 2-3 independent reviewers, which may be earlier 
than the publication date of the full issue. 

All selected contributions will go through a full peer review 
process according to the usual standards of REPE. 
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